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documents that have only recently
been released by the Centers for Dis-
ease Control find him in endorsement
of needle exchange programs, and urg-
ing that there be large amounts of Fed-
eral money to support needle exchange
programs.

I don’t believe that we need a family
doctor for America who says we ought
to subsidize the drug culture by provid-
ing free needles, by saying to the drug
dealers, you can get all the needles you
want, and when you want to go and tell
our young people that they should get
involved in your drug culture, you can
have the authority of the Government
with you to say it must be OK; surely,
the Government wouldn’t provide us
with these free, clean, sterile needles
to use in shooting up drugs if it weren’t
in your best interest.

I think that sends the worst message
possible to young people that the Gov-
ernment is a subsidizer of and a pro-
moter of an environment in which
drugs can be used with lowered risk.

My own sense is that it makes no
more sense to provide clean needles to
drug dealers than it would be to pro-
vide bulletproof vests to bank robbers.
We could surely make bank robbing a
safer occupation by providing bullet-
proof vests, but we wouldn’t want to do
it. Neither should we make intravenous
drug use a sort of project of the Gov-
ernment because we might be able to
provide some safety to some user.

I won’t go into the details; we have
already done that. We already know
that people who don’t care enough
about themselves to use good needles
or clean needles in drug use won’t take
care of the needles once they have used
them. One town found over 300 needles
in the course of 1 week after a pri-
vately funded clean-needle program
was implemented there. I don’t think
we want our playgrounds and our
streets and our cities to be littered
with once-used free needles supplied by
the Government that could later infect
our children.

All of these things that relate to a
disregard for the right health strategy
for America are disqualifying events
for this candidate: partial-birth abor-
tion, the African AIDS studies, the do-
mestic blind HIV tests on newborns,
where we persisted in this practice
even after we discovered an effective
therapy for these infants, and last but
not least, the clean-needle exchange
program, which basically wants to ac-
cept drug culture as a way of life in-
stead of calling America to its highest
and best and saying that the real prob-
lem is heroin, the real problem is drug
addiction, the real problem is not the
absence of a needle program funded by
the taxpayers. The taxpayers do not
want us to destroy their neighborhoods
by subsidizing drug dealers who will
not only use the clean needles, but
leave them in places where they can in-
fect the children of America.

For those reasons, I believe it would
be appropriate for us to reject the nom-
ination of Dr. David Satcher to be Sur-

geon General. We do need a Surgeon
General, but we don’t need one so badly
that we need to welcome one who
doesn’t really call us to the highest
and best health that America ought to
have.

Mr. President, I thank you very
much for the opportunity to make
these concluding remarks. With that, I
yield back the remainder of my time
on today’s debate, reserving, obviously,
the time to be a participant in the de-
bate tomorrow on this issue. I suggest
the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
f

MORNING BUSINESS

(During today’s session of the Sen-
ate, the following morning business
was transacted.)
f

NOMINATION OF MARGARET
MORROW

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, we
will soon debate the confirmation of
Margaret Morrow to be a United States
District Judge. Her qualifications are
exemplary; her commitment to public
service is impressive; and her support-
ers are many.

Despite the high regard of a broad
and bipartisan group of attorneys and
judges, Ms. Morrow has had to wait
over 19 months for a vote of the full
Senate. But this long delay is finally
coming to an end. I am very pleased
Senator LOTT has promised that, before
the February recess, this fine nominee
will get her day on the Senate floor.

The Alliance for Justice, which rep-
resents a whole host of organizations
interested in a strong judiciary, sent a
letter to me yesterday outlining their
many reasons for supporting the nomi-
nation of Margaret Morrow as well as
their concern about the time it has
taken for the Senate to act. As a sup-
plement to the voluminous information
already on the record in support of this
nomination, I submit the Alliance for
Justice’s letter for my colleagues’ re-
view. Mr. President, I ask unanimous
consent that the letter be printed in
the RECORD.

There being no objection, the letter
was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

FEBRUARY 4, 1998.
Senator TOM DASCHLE,
Hart Senate Office Building, Washington, DC.

DEAR SENATOR DASCHLE: We write to ex-
press our concern over a series of develop-
ments that continue to unfold in the Senate
that are undermining the judicial confirma-
tion process. These include calls for the im-
peachment of judges, a slowdown in the pace
of confirmations, unjustified criticisms of
certain nominees, and efforts to leave appel-
late vacancies unfilled. Some court observers

have opined that collectively these are the
most serious efforts to curtail judicial inde-
pendence since President Roosevelt’s plan to
pack the Supreme Court in 1937.

In the past year nominees who failed to
meet certain ultraconservative litmus tests
have been labeled ‘‘judicial activists.’’ While
these charges are unfounded, they nonethe-
less delay confirmations and leave judicial
seats unfilled. We note that of the 14 individ-
uals whose nominations have been pending
the longest, 12 are women or minorities. This
disturbing pattern is in striking contrast to
those 14 judges who were confirmed in 1997 in
the shortest period of time, 11 of whom are
white men. For example, Margaret Morrow,
a judicial nominee to the United States Dis-
trict Court for the Central District of Cali-
fornia, was nominated more than a year and
a half ago. Not only is she an outstanding
candidate, but her credentials have earned
her enthusiastic and bipartisan endorse-
ments from leaders of the bar, judges, politi-
cians, and civic groups.

An honors graduate from Harvard Law
School, a civil litigator for more than 20
years, winner of numerous legal awards, and
the first female president of the California
Bar Association, Morrow has the breadth of
background and experience to make her an
excellent judge, and in the words of one of
her sponsors, she would be ‘‘an exceptionally
distinguished addition to the federal bench.’’
Morrow has also shown, through her numer-
ous pro bono activities, a demonstrated com-
mitment to equal justice. As president of the
Los Angeles County Bar Association, she
created the Pro Bono Council, the first of its
kind in California. During her year as bar
president, the Council coordinated the provi-
sion of 150,000 hours of previously untapped
representation to indigent clients through-
out the country. Not surprisingly, the Amer-
ican Bar Association’s judicial evaluation
committee gave her its highest rating.

Republicans and Democrats alike speak
highly of her accomplishments and qualifica-
tions. Robert Bonner, a Reagan-appointed
U.S. Attorney and U.S. District Judge for
the Central District of California and head of
the Drug Enforcement Administration dur-
ing the Bush Administration, has said Mor-
row is a ‘‘brilliant person with a first-rate
legal mind who was nominated upon merit,
not political affiliation.’’ Los Angeles Coun-
ty Sheriff Sherman Block wrote that, ‘‘Mar-
garet Morrow is an extremely hard working
individual of impeccable character and in-
tegrity. . . . I have no doubt that she would
be a distinguished addition to the Court.’’
Other supporters include local bar leaders;
officials from both parties, including Los An-
geles Mayor Richard Riordan; California
judges appointed by the state’s last three
governors; and three Republican-appointed
Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals judges, Pam-
ela Rymer, Cynthia Holcomb Hall, and Ste-
phen Trott.

Despite her outstanding record, Morrow
has become the target of a coordinated effort
by ultraconservative groups that seek to po-
liticize the judiciary. They have subjected
her to a campaign of misrepresentations, dis-
tortions and attacks on her record, branding
her a ‘‘judicial activist.’’ According to her
opponents, she deserves to be targeted be-
cause ‘‘she is a member of California Women
Lawyers,’’ an absurd charge given that this
bipartisan organization is among the most
highly respected in the state. Another
‘‘strike’’ against her is her concern, ex-
pressed in a sentence from a 1988 article,
about special interest domination of the bal-
lot initiative process in California. Her oppo-
nents view the statement as disdainful of
voter initiatives such as California’s term
limits law; however, they overlook the fact
that the article outlines a series of rec-
ommended reforms to preserve the process.
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It is a stretch to construe suggested reforms
as evidence of ‘‘judicial activism,’’ but to
search for this members of the Judiciary
Committee unprecedentedly asked her to
disclose her personal positions on all 160 past
ballot propositions in California.

Morrow’s confirmation has been delayed by
the Senate beyond any reasonable bounds.
Originally selected over nineteen months
ago in May 1996, her nomination was unani-
mously approved by the Judiciary Commit-
tee that year, only to languish on the Senate
floor. Morrow was again nominated at the
beginning of 1997, subjected to an unusual
second hearing, and recommended again by
the Judiciary Committee, after which sev-
eral Senators placed secret holds on her
nomination, preventing a final vote on her
confirmation. These holds, which prevented
a final vote on her confirmation during the
1st Session of the 105th Congress, were re-
cently lifted.

As Senator Orrin Hatch repeatedly said:
‘‘playing politics with judges is unfair, and
I’m sick of it.’’ We agree with his sentiment.
Given Margaret Morrow’s impressive quali-
fications, we urge you to bring the nomina-
tion to the Senate floor, ensure that it re-
ceives prompt, full and fair consideration,
and that a final vote on her nomination is
scheduled as soon as possible.

Sincerely,
Alliance for Justice: Nan Aron, Presi-

dent; American Jewish Congress: Phil
Baum, Executive Director; Americans
for Democratic Action: Amy Isaacs,
National Director; Bazelon Center for
Mental Health Law: Robert Bernstein,
Executive Law; Brennan Center for
Justice: E. Joshua Rosenkrantz, Execu-
tive Director; Black Women Lawyers
Association of Los Angeles: Eulanda
Matthews, President; California
Women Lawyers: Grace E. Emery,
President; Center for Law and Social
Policy: Alan W. Hausman, Director;
Chicago Committee for Civil Rights
Under Law: Clyde E. Murphy, Execu-
tive Director; Disability Rights Edu-
cation and Defense Fund: Patricia
Wright, Coordinator Disabled Fund;
Families USA: Judy Waxman, Director
of Government Affairs; Lawyers Club
of San Diego: Kathleen Juniper, Direc-
tor; Leadership Conference on Civil
Rights: Wade Henderson, Executive Di-
rector.

f

DISTINGUISHED FLYING CROSS
Mr. THURMOND. Mr. President, I

rise today to recognize former Navy
and Marine Corps members who re-
ceived the Distinguished Flying Cross
in accordance with section 573 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 1998, which waived time
limitations for award of this decora-
tion for specified persons. These awards
were recommended by the Secretary of
the Navy based upon requests from
Members of Congress. These procedures
were established by section 526 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 1996 to resolve a dilemma
under which deserving individuals were
denied the recognition they deserved
solely due to the passage of time. I am
proud to have established a procedure
that enables these distinguished veter-
ans to receive the honors they earned.
We are very proud of their dedicated
service to our Nation.

At this time, I ask unanimous con-
sent that a list of all who were awarded

the Distinguished Flying Cross be
printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the list was
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as
follows:

Waiver of Time Limitations for Award of
Certain Decorations to Specified Persons

DISTINGUISHED FLYING CROSS

FIRST AWARD

MARINE CORPS

Mr. Marcus F. Daley, Davis, CA
Mr. John F. Digney, Lakewood, OH
Mr. William N. Green, Kilmarnock, VA
Mr. Victor V. Hall, Lincoln, NB
Mr. Joseph E. Heindle, Jr., Vernon, OH
Mr. Brooks D. Kaufman, New Hope, PA
Mr. Harold H. Norvell, Summerville, SC
Mr. Dante H. Paliuca, North Miami, FL
Mr. Raymond W. Smith, Casselbury, FL
Mr. Louis A. Sombati, Redlands, CA
Mr. Robert R. Stecker, Cedarbury, WI
Mr. William T. Terlecki, Parlin, NJ
Mr. Bernard E. Vanden-Brandon, Westlake,

OH
Mr. James Q. Yawn, Alice, TX
Mr. Harry C. Tyler, Jr., Clinton Township,

MI
Mr. Gerald J. Slack, Danvers, MA
Mr. Charles L. Jones, Corcoran, CA
Mr. Dewey H. Jackson, York, SC
Mr. Richard D. Blomgren, Lake Isabella, CA
Mr. Leland G. Anderson, Mountain Home,

AR
Mr. James A. Foerster, Homosassa, FL
Mr. Alfred F. Ueckert, Jr., Dallas, TX
Mr. Robert M. Stone, Nashville, TN
Mr. Ralph E. Dickson, Irvine, CA
Mr. James T. Doswell, II, Jacksonville, FL
Mr. Paul P. McCastland, Fort Lauderdale,

FL
Mr. John M. O. Ryland, Portland, OR
Mr. Lynn F. Williams, Fallbrook, CA
Mr. Dean F. Ziegler, Lewistown, PA
Mr. Edward Kufeldt, Burke, VA

NAVY

Mr. Veran L. Guttery, San Diego, CA
Mr. J. D. Barber, Johnstown, PA
Mr. John R. Doyle, Shrasoth, FL
Mr. Varlock M. Gardner, Westland, MI
Mr. Michael P. McDonnell, Farmington

Hills, MI
Mr. William R. Peterson, Livonia, MI
Mr. John J. Reardon, Grosse Pointe Farms,

MI
Mr. Robert L. Blackmer, Whittier, CA
Mr. Francis M. Phillips, Farmington Hills,

MI
Mr. Peter C. Giorio, Jr., Allen Park, MI
Mr. Raymond S. Degroote, West Bloomfield,

MI
Mr. Andrew W. Yancy, Memphis, TN
Mr. Stanley W. Kern, Kutztown, PA
Mr. Walter R. Irey, Poway, CA
Mr. Frederick G. Fox, Lower Lake, CA
Mr. Elmer E. Lore, Thousand Oaks, CA
Mr. Harlan Day, Ironton, OH
Mr. Lawrence K. Kotecki, Bigfork, MT
Mr. Robert W. Carey, Round Rock, TX
Mr. Floyd C. Bradley Jr., Plainview, TX
Mr. Gordon C. Ostwall, Berwyn, IL
Mr. Lawrence H. Cool, Jr., Platte, SD
Mr. Charles E. Hill, Jr., Clinton, MI
Mr. Paul A. Gerrior, Covina, CA
Mr. Darwin T. Johnston, Manteca, CA
Mr. William E. Anderson, Jr., Pioneer, CA
Mr. Nicholas Antonelli, West Long Branch,

NJ
Mr. Maurice W. Birchmeyer, Liverpool, NJ
Dr. Albert E. P. Bozic, Williamsport, PA
Mr. James G. Cockrell, Milwaukie, OR
Mr. Edward T. Gaines, Lexington, KY
Mr. Leslie D. Demott, Rancho Palos Verdes,

CA
Mr. Ralph V. Elwin, Santa Barbara, CA
Mr. Morris E. Ford, Jr., Tacoma, WA

Mr. Louis J. Gavalyas, Massapequa Park, NY
Mr. Andy Glosecki, Springfield, IL
Mr. Frederick L. Gordon, Marietta, GA
Mr. Roger J. Gawer, Hermann, MO
Mr. John Gregory, Lecanto, FL
Mr. Anthony J. LaMarco, Jr., Fort Lee, NJ
Mr. Gene S. McIntyre, San Antonio, TX
Mr. Kenneth B. Wood, Plymouth, NH
Mr. Roger M. Wiley, Bradenton, FL
Mr. Howard E. Bensing, Louisville, KY
Mr. George E. Murphy, Milwaukee, WI
Mr. Robert A. Tovey, Orland Park, IL
Mr. Chester G. Ritchey, Sacramento, CA
Mr. Charles W. Scranyon, Jr., Dorset, UT
Mr. Evan W. Pickrel, Alexandria, VA
Mr. Vincent J. Panzarella, Fairport Harbor,

OH
Mr. Robert W. Fillion, Littleton, NH

SECOND AWARD

MARINE CORPS

Mr. Thomas A. Clemente, Loudonville, NY
Mr. Hoyt C. Johnson, Jr., Columbus, MS
Mr. Donald P. Callahan, Rensselaer, NY
Mr. Harold J. Derr, Hamburg, PA
Mr. Glenn Dunning, Zion, IL
Mr. James J. Fisher, Camp Hill, PA
Mr. Adolph B. Hugo, Jr., Tulsa, OK
Mr. Harold M. Kerber, South Holland, IL
Mr. Beverly W. Landstreet, Nashville, TN
Mr. Robert J. Moreo, Mechanicsburg, PA
Mr. Raymond G. Neal, Waxahachie, TX
Mr. Dominic A. Panasiti, Encinitas, CA
Mr. James R. Richardson, San Diego, CA
Mr. Willie B. Tucker, Stanfield, NC
Mr. Walter R. Williams, Victorville, CA
Mr. Frederick C. Eckhardt, Freehold, NJ
Mr. Philip W. Dunford, Forest City, NC
Mr. Paul E. Buskuhl, Portland, OR
Mr. Albin J. Prisby, Rockland, IL
Mr. James Padick, Banning, CA
Mr. Russell Smith, Jr., Charleston, WV

NAVY

Mr. J.D. Barber, Johnstown, PA
Mr. James H. Keating, Anacortes, WA
Mr. Vincent A. Kozole, Philadelphia, PA
Mr. Charles S. Williams, Palm Beach Gar-

dens, FL
Mr. Garland Collett, Richardson, TX

THIRD AWARD

MARINE CORPS

Mr. Ralph P. Jones, Albany, GA
Mr. Felix S. Cecot, Portland, OR
Mr. John A. Blackstock, San Diego, CA
Mr. Harold C. Bauer, Beavercreek, OR
Mr. Warren W. Hills, Fresno, CA
Mr. Dayton A. Swickard, Muncie, IN

FOURTH AWARD

MARINE CORPS

Mr. James E. Smurr, Columbus, OH
Mr. Harry D. Ross, Zanesville, OH
Mr. Wilton C. Fleming, Maulden, SC

FIFTH AWARD

MARINE CORPS

Mr. Walter V. Ross, Jr., Garden City, SC
Mr. Stephen G. Warren, Marshall, TX
Mr. Harding H. Holloway, Hilltop Lakes, TX
Mr. Reinholdt Deines, Garden City, KS

SIXTH AWARD

MARINE CORPS

Mr. William F. Degan, Squantum, MA
Mr. John J. Demet, Ocala, FL
Mr. Delbert R. Nash, Dunwoody, GA
Mr. Richard M. Seamon, Annapolis, MD
Mr. Paul M. Tollefsrud, Richlands, NC
Mr. Sterling F. Price, Ballwin, MO
Mr. James H. Magill, Port St. Lucie, FL
Mr. Frederick R. Scharnhorst, Richland, WA
Mr. Charles S. Scruggs, Augusta, GA

SEVENTH AWARD

MARINE CORPS

Mr. George J. Brennan, Jr., Westwood, MA
Mr. William H. Boodro, Columbus, OH
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